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Status 

1 )|EI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 August 2010 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) IEI Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1.3-7,15-23 and 27 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) |EI Claim(s) 1,3-7,15-23,27 is/are allowed. 

6) n Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10) n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. The declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 filed August 12, 2010 is sufficient to overcome the 
rejection of claims 1 and 15 based upon the Abboud reference. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed August 12, 2010, with respect to the objection 
to the specification have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection to the 
specification has been withdrawn. However, the amendment to the specification contains 
several grammatical errors and it is requested that these errors be corrected. Further, the 
applicant indicated the amended/newly added paragraphs of the specification by a paragraph 
number, whereas the original specification is not written in this manner, only by column and line. 
Therefore it is unclear exactly where the applicant wishes this information to be added in the 
specification. Further, it is unclear whether such an amendment may cause inconsistency 
between the drawings and specification. That is, the subject matter disclosed, and especially 
subject matter disclosed in the amendment and claimed, may not be shown in sufficient detail in 
the presently filed drawings. It is for these reasons that a further amendment of the specification 
(and possibly also the drawings) must be submitted in a reply to this action without adding new 
matter. 

3. The rejections to claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. 112 are withdrawn in view of the amendment 
to the claims. 
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Allowed Claims 

4. Claims 1, 3-7, 15-23 and 27 are allowed, 



REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

5. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

a. With respect to independent claims 1 and 15: The closest prior art of record, the 
Abboud reference, does not disclose or suggest a method of slowing the flow of blood 
from a bodily tissue. Abboud discloses applying a vacuum so as to cause pooling of the 
blood flow, however this pooling is a result of bioreceptors causing a pooling of blood 
that is vascular in origin (i.e. venous). The blood does not originate from a bodily tissue 
and Abboud makes no mention of a "bleeding site" as the term "bleeding site" is 
understood from applicant's disclosure. Further, since Abboud discloses a suction box 
placed around a lower limb, Abboud also does not disclose or suggest the step of 
positioning the opening of a vacuum cup over a bleeding site as the term "bleeding site" 
is understood from applicant's disclosure and since Abboud does not disclose or suggest 
a "bleeding site", one of ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated to position the 
suction box disclosed by Abboud and cited against the claims over a "bleeding site". It is 
for these reasons, in addition to the statements made by Dr. Staniloff in the declaration 
under 37 CFR 1.132 (i.e. that the pooling is venous pooling rather than pooling of blood 
from bodily tissue), that Abboud does not disclose or suggest the method recited in 
independent claims 1,15. Claims 3-7 and 16-23 depend directly or ultimately from 
claims 1 and 15 and are therefore also allowed. 

b. With respect to newly presented independent claim 27, Abboud does not 
disclose or suggest the step of positioning the opening of a vacuum cup over a site of 
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blood vessel rupture because Abboud does not disclose any such vessel rupture and in 
fact teaches away from any creation of a site of vessel rupture, as the instance of 
creation of vessel rupture, the method would be rendered unsatisfactory for its intended 
purpose of measuring patient bioreceptor response and patient physiological response 
to application of suction removal and subsequent venous pooling. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany 
the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of 
Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

This application is in condition for allowance except for the following formal matters: 

Applicant must amend the specification (and possibly also the drawings) to address the 
issues stated supra in paragraph two of this action and ensure consistency between the added 
subject matter in the amendment filed March 24, 2010 and applicant's drawings. 

Prosecution on the merits is closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte 
Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 O.G. 213, (Comm'r Pat. 1935). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to expire TWO MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this letter. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to MELANIE J. HAND whose telephone number is (571)272-6464. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 8:00-5:30, alternate Fridays 8:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tatyana Zaiukaeva can be reached on 571-272-1 115. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Melanie J Hand/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3761 



